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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

0 Was -Hoe. 4ppella+e Commissioner j^sA-Ted i*\ hM/mj defied 

apphecchin -&r Appellate Cou.r+ -Ah^ fees—00 dhe basi5 of 

y/... given otll dbe CAreum stances, mctuding ■ dhe number o( civil app­

eals wbicM Wa\Ae been filed bj appellant only do be dlsmisled by 

AAe Cou/'b 'fer various reasons and laeK of any colorable claim 

of error here... ?
^ \Mai) dhe 4-ppeHade Commissioner justified in dismissing

Pe-Udumec's appeal Ono dbe jurisdicdionul ycou/nds of need ■fo-n Seruire
of 4he filed mrhce of appeal upon ail adverse par-fies — when, as 

feVitioner made iA clear 1n fheic filed no+iee of appeal, and
as tA>a$ -kue, based an dbe facd~ of Respond en-t-5 nod being 

adverse^ dheuy never Haviwg appeared 

CovlC'V proceedings (+bece Wing
never Waving been Served crC Summoned (dWe lower 

CVCCaV-V Ce^rV Case having been dismissed for wan+ of 

prosecution, &r lacfc of Servlce^^c appearance of 

Respondent}? upon
Z) VIas 4d\e Oregon Supreme £Wr+" justified in fedusmg 

fo ^ramV review —even dlaoug h dbe Appellate Commissioner s 

dismissal was completely arbitrary unjustified by 

fWe law ?

PeArHimer's

lovA^er CaC60U-+-any
held}, nor in the easenone

ad all
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VU-jati v- ftioS) e+al*

LIST OF PARTIES

['jf All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:

RELATED CASES

Hejft2.iV. &\oS3 Police; Lane, ovkA £u.gene^ 

fs|o. 2,0CV 16163
JuLigemew^ ei QtkobtS 13, 2.0 2.0.

^eja^i V* PioS> Policy Laac, awi Eugene 

No. £>regc*n Cou-rt o4 Appeals.
J tA.ig e vri ewV evv+ere^ o

L&ne £WnKj CaccwW CeuJrf (£reg<>n).

December IT, 202-0*
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

[/:
For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix .....A__to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
M is unpublished.

The opinion of the________C&urV
appears at Appendix B to the petition and is

court

[ ] reported at ) or,
as been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,[ M1M is unpublished.

1.
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R'voSj £+<U-v-

JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was______________________

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[s/fFor cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was M&j 2.Qf 20 21 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix B

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
______________________, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

2.
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V\e^2-' V. ftioS; eval.

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
Oregon *Wised Sfatudes (Ws) 2.1. b&Z jawi+mg +1vM-4-he.

6©uirV "... tfnay wA'ive oc de-Cerc W po-ft- o-£ +he -fees av^d 

d,ou-rt COSVs payable -fe +ke Cou.r+- toy A. p<jx+y m A Civil ac-tvon ".
0R5 \<\. 150 0)(C) ckyid Oregon Revised /4ppella-fe fVoc.- 

ee.du.res (OftAP) I-05 O), bo4b s4Wivu^ 4-he appellant 

WcS desUjina-fed fee meats,l<?a in +be. record cal d4 -Wie -fes-f-iw- 

PAy ewed 4Vie i>c£feac.Wns ^\veo a-nd elites-fed, no s4a-lemenf 

of- 4he, poiwbs C1 oleums of error 1 16 Accessary C'in +he. no+ice 

of appeal
EWb of 0R5 14. 2*t>(z)Ca)} M.lHo (z.) (*),

(t)Cd)J 14.500, awd OR AP 2. 0 5 ^ID)(o.); a\| gfa+imj, "•>• & 

naKce iCse-rviceU on all pac-He$ wVvo have appeared 'w 

fhe acWn, SuAV, or proceed ii'-uj Qo< "... wh© have appeored 

\v\ Abe "Wictl OouxA I] ' — s eU-iv\y -fe.r-Hi 4he 1 /wp wPa/A awd 

OxAeASlveliy held appeUruVe Wi docWfnce W principle' 
-VVcuV &v\ adverse. p>&r-hy' is one adverse +o an appe.tunf 

^©•c appeal).

14.2500)

3.
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v* RvoS; a^

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Nwemtoer 10, l~0 2.o PeVibon-er £lled An appeal on a 

CouT-V decision,, Abe Iouhx CovXV bevng erred \v\ dismissing Pedrtw\eri 

•SvdV lac^s Service, iajvuIc. having obskucded said Service 

Vcom Vahmg place —by denying Ped-ikeaer's Sheriff's Serv/ce -fee 

deferral or salver appVicaWn (essen-Hal Vo PeYioneX 4helc
mcarceraVioin, prose, and WvdigenV s+a+us J cm exraneoas grounds 

mervVi ap p ea\•
On December \*3-, ^020 -VWe Appellate, Commissioner 

denied ’PeM-bon-erls applica+ion &X Oppellafe C*>urf Allvvg -Pee 

de-CerraV ox weaver, as vreil as deA-ermined, on AWeir d\a>a, vot4h- 

OuV juSAiVicaWn ( wor

lower

Ahe -faert+0 SabstanXla-Ve +be deAermto-
a\ton; 4haA Respondents tuere adverse pox+ies — avid so needed 

•Vo Wave been Served ujl+b PeVifioneris f*oA\ce o4 appeal—thus 

dlsmlssii^ Said appeal -&r (ach o-f jvLrisdicdxoo.
PekHoner SonghV a reconsiderak^o and later Oregon <Sttpr- 

Court fevieuJ (boAb denied) an Abe grounds *4hat: py] theeme
■^.e de-CerroA &c i/vaU/er (DRS Ate /4ppeUa+c £o*vunl$s/a-

nex determined Abeic denial Vac Aoo broadly (Vo an inconceivable 

degree), voiAt -factual errors In so 4ar as all o-f PeAvbonerls
Stokes oV abeyance, preservation, or 

and Ahere being no legal fe^aicemenA Ax> \denti*(y a
appeaVs ore \n Some 

re^ew, 1
Colorable eAa'vm oV erraC In a noAice, oV appeal designating a 

Vu\\ \<{o\ Court record (ORS \R,2.50 (ijffj and 2*05('?)')y an Abe
Respondents toere not <adver$e^ noc couvd be,Service issue

4.
Page °| o-f 12



Ue^aLt n • Rios; et- a\.

nor been Served &r Summoned \n +We,never Vciajmc^ appeared
SvmV appealed, &*.£ 4b«4 Pe+iturner Wctd »wade -Hai.5 per-fee-Wt^ 

eAeor un A-VieVc -ooKce o£ appeal; CA-Hv^
H.2qo(z)(a), iq, 2.50 (i)(e)(d), I4?. 500, **d ORHP 1.05 (to) 

(a^ IwctudiiA^ fl.ovd Suppor+mg 4-We appeWaVe d-oc.Vt>rine, 
-VViolV aw adverse porW^ Vs ov\e averse -Wo am appel\a/vW
(&f appeal")*.

ORS \H. 2

^See Graves v. &Vup?y5 215 ore. tit, 3oo 

?. 2d HMZ> 1H5t Ore. Lexis 21^ fpr. lH5b'); 

Holding 4WaW 0nly adverse parties fieeA toe 

Served.

s.
Page. 10 &P



V\e^az;' v- ftioSj t+al*

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
vAppeUa+e, C*>wmi&st©ner'5 genial of Pefi'Holer's App\\ca+vo'n -Per 

(XppeUa-le £ee deferral or waiver Cannof be ja-S-K-fied In fKaf fhe 

gaffer fro-m being (a) vnfa+WomAtoly broad, encompassing 

f(K\k fbe Gvccuwbfances' (b) being factually invalid, being based 

errmeotxS OenfenHom fWaV pefi+vo-ner's apples were

f eas ans

v/pon un
acdnalLy dismissed, whereas aA\ of fWem \were in 5ewe Sfa4e 

ofe on^oWvy fevietw, and CO toeing legally unjuifif/ed, inhere- 

■fo-ce claims of Colorable errad need only have been sef-ftrfh 

\Q less 4-kan fVve end-ire lower dcruTf record V\ad Ween desig- 

na-Vedj And -fWaf was nof fhe Case,/ tj-ed- in avl ways 'floe 

PcflWner!s applicator was jus-fifeed an,d necessary.

Also, Via reality Pe+rh^/ver kad 

\w -VweXr notice oP appeal,, +Waf (a) Respondenfs 

ejr$e, (b) Wavityj nev^x appeared in, nrr beeo ‘herved orSumm- 

(5Aed m 4We lower eCccuAf c$vxf case i/MAnyi^ Pe+i+tfncr^ 

aoo-eal, nw oA-WervoVSe \n Uwcf eirauf c$ur+ proceeding 

(of which fhere v^cre none)— fke das-e Witving bee a dismissed 

fW wawf of pcoCecudvovy feir laolc of service cm fhe Respaadeafs 

(fhe dircuif Scarf erring in refuSvng Sheriff's service -fee deferr­
al of n/cuver — ^cowxpfing Peflfonerls appeal)- Pefltvoaer e^prtss'iK^ 

Wt Same An AWeVr ret^as^derafwn and. S^lose^ncnf peXitwv far 

Peviteujj CLfmg dhe cete/anf and O/tM-Mrifafife laws a^d 

docforlne.

ma.de if e*cpiia-Hy eleo^
lAxre nof adv -

appe\\afe
TVvo.svKppeUa4e Commissioner was plainly In error,- an issue

ta.
Page ll ©f *3
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t>f ^brV-tAriji Capricious, ^vvd m\.ntcM[sYic jurisprudent judicial 

decision mafcvin^ *j wher\efe>re 4he ^Yeg a/i ia »a appellate CeufVs 

dvsVK-led «/wd misapplied 4he leu); k>iMLreiV\ c\ good -ftu+h
reea-Vo-cuMS cv^-pecvl is bei^g disal/to toed cm (^wvfl&+eUj

^'C^s4fvtev.VS’ io-A i.iA;V>Jcv4'l iWcx,s c ^rue <Jfcf needed -W?
Kcwe Weaned - o£ 4Ke broadeS-H Soaft/t w\4en*s>- a^vA
ivv\pOveV^ \es4 -fhe ru/le- o£ Ibe oi/beiedO^tA.

This. CouT-b shtmM cjccwh So +o affirm +be
p6-f4cw\ce o£ -favr omA due -process ih proceedings" 

-W cKsalXovO appeU.0v,4e dour-bs -(VeYA boldly awi corov^ly
W'oXWvg Up> ce&SOAS -fcc deAerynWxWvg <x/a etppee\ -Vo be 

wv^copecl^ -fiveA — mV £&.f no ^ood reader i/; v\A> Soever.; 

Orc^ovi herein Waging a -mockery o-f jasVtce.

\VW

y.
Es^aallv^ demoAs+raAed b^ +V\e -vaeh 4be4 

D^e^do's ep'pelXcvVe 6mxbs a\\ou) vwuAV\p\e appeals 

voViejre -ao wea-oAvcerse pac4a.es are Served voi+b
cxwv^ o£ appeal — c^a/Wt^ -Vo 44ve demands
YvxixAe w\ "Vbe Case aV- vs s ue.

Pcv^e I"2. 0^13
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Hamid Mioha&t //e/4 2.1
Aug,^4- fff , 2-02*/Date:

8.
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